

Application No. 


Mppncant(s) 


Interview Summary 


10/656,802 


SCHER ETAL. 




Examiner 


Art Unit 






Alan Diamond 


1753 





(3) . 

(4) _ 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
C\) Alan Diamond 
(2) Andrew Filler . 

Date of Interview: Augtust20. 2004 . 

Type: a)M Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted. d)D Yes e)El No 
If Yes, brief description: ... 

Claim(s) discussed, claims of record 

Identification of prior art discussed, prior art of record 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. gM was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

rl^hf^nr 0 ! inC ' Udin9 descri P tion of tne general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 

SrlS^f^^PQ^ E ^ ° FFICE ACT,0N MUST 'NCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet INTERVIEW. See 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an V i-^L vO 

Examiner's signature, if required 



Attachment to a signed Office action. 



u S. Patent and Trademark Office " ' — ' ' 

PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) interview Summary 



Paper No. 11302004 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must h* MaHp of R.rnrH 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



any alleged era, promise. stipulation, or understanding "rentier 'SSSSS °" Wntten ~" d ^ N ° at,enHOn Wi " * <> aid to 

incompleted^ !SS!^TSSS2S °" ^ B ~ rt h ,he 0ffice if ™ ™" — 

the examiS^ of an interview of record in the app.ication fi,e, unless 

which bear directly on the question of patentability m ' nerS res P onslblllt y t0 see ™at such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview £lhtS T **** "t*™ 3 matter ° f Substance has bee " discussed during the 

requirements for which inteSSrda ion ^ 

Xr=;^^ 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be mai.ed^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

not restrict further action by the examiner toThe SrJ 9 a "° Wable) - Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should be'nSe?^ record the substance of the interview of each case. It 

unless it includes, or is supplemented b? the aoSTorZ ™^Lr S h C °.? 3 COmplete and proper recordation of the interview 
substance of the interview » « — « to mciuae, all ot the applicable items required below concerning the 

SS^J^vz^^ 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) ZSE!££&^^ of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

SrSSIS or highl/detailed description of the arguments is not 

examiner can be understood the Start ofttie aS2£Tto^ ° f the Pnn ° ipal ar 9 um ents m ade to the 

describe those arguments which S^^JSSSjJta ^SXSSSSR "** '° 
6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and persuas,ve t0 tne exammer.) 

] tXSSH. 9enera ' reSU ' te " ° UtCOme ° f the interVieW Un,6SS ^ de -ibed in the Interview Summary Form comp.eted by 

accurate. ^eTxSLTwS IHhe record is not complete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement'!^ send a fetter setting forth the examiner's version of the 

paper recording the substance of meL™^ P |ace *• ^.ion, "Interview Record OK" on the 
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Application No. 


Applicant(s) 


Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 


10/656,802 


SCHER ETAL 


Examiner 


Art Unit 






Alan Diamond 


1753 





(^) Alan Diamond . 
(2) Andrew Filler . 
Date of Interview: ■■/j-/« l / J o*J 



Status of Application: rejected 

(3) . 

(4) . 



Time: (ojjg «un v 12:3^ p.m. ; a J |r-/o *.m v fespect'Ve 



Type of Interview: 

[X] Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes [x] No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
rejections of record 

Claims discussed: 

claims of record in the amendment filed September 21, 2004 
Prior art documents discussed: 

Alivisatos et al (US 2003/0226498) and Curtin (US 2004/0003838) 
Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED' 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

^ Jill? neC ? f S ! ary /? f a £ P,iCant t0 Pr ° vide 3 separate record of the substance of the interview since the interview 




(Examiner/SPE Signature) 




(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413B (04-03) 



Examiner Initiated Interview Summary 



Paper No. 11302004 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 10/656,802 



?1/I«?nf 4 n ^stance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: On 

frim int'£ PP Th a J 6ed t0 T 16 ^ Cl3imS 1 and 47 S ° 35 t0 recite that the nanorods or nanotetrapods are not grown 
from any layer ,n the dev.ce and are disposed in a conductive polymer matrix. It was noted that the prior art of record 

STSSSS Annlira T """Jf" ^ h d8Vi ° e ' ^ that P 0 *™ matriX ° f Cu " 0t conducive. 

° n n f 0 ? 4 : A P pl,can a 9 r t e ed to amend claims 1 and 47 so as to require that a portion of the nanorods or 

h! T 5° ' n pl ?° toact,ve la y er d0 not con *^ ^y other layer in the photovoltaic device. This was requested 
«inn T e r ! 1 c " J / rement of not bein 9 9rown on any layer in the device is more of a product by proSs 

m.tat,on. I was also agreed that claim 1 would then no longer have to recite the conductive polymer matr* 
requirement s.nce all of Curtis nanorods touch both electrodes in the device. On 12/1/2004 aH oHhe chanaes in the 
attached Examiner's Amendment were agreed to. In particular, claims 1 and 47 recite that the Lnorods or 9 
nanotetrapods are not grown from any layer in the device and some of them do not contact any The layer in the 
47 tL F J 6 ™ 0 ' 6 ' Cla ' m 1 n ° W inC ' Udes 3 second inor 9 anic material - and is rewri «en in a simHar manne to 4im 
out ^T^Z^^ ° f A ' iViSat0S 6t * WhiCh teaCheS ite — ds or nanotefraS, 



